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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

Specification 

The following guidelines illustrate the preferred layout for the specification of a utility 
application. These guidelines are suggested for the applicant's use. 

Arrangement of the Specification 

As provided in 37 CFR 1.77(b), the specification of a utility application should include 
the following sections in order. Each of the lettered items should appear in upper case, without 
underlining or bold type, as a section heading. If no text follows the section heading, the phrase 
"Not Applicable" should follow the section heading: 

(a) TITLE OF THE INVENTION. 

(b) CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLICATIONS. 

(c) STATEMENT REGARDING FEDERALLY SPONSORED RESEARCH OR 

DEVELOPMENT. 

(d) THE NAMES OF THE PARTIES TO A JOINT RESEARCH AGREEMENT. 

(e) INCORPORATION-BY-REFERENCE OF MATERIAL SUBMITTED ON A 

COMPACT DISC. 

(f) BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION. 

(1) Field of the Invention. 

(2) Description of Related Art including information disclosed under 37 CFR 1.97 
and 1.98. 

(g) BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION. 

(h) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL VIEWS OF THE DRAWING(S). 

(i) DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION. 

(j) CLAIM OR CLAIMS (commencing on a separate sheet). 

(k) ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE (commencing on a separate sheet). 

(1) SEQUENCE LISTING (See MPEP § 2424 and 37 CFR 1.821-1.825. A "Sequence 
Listing" is required on paper if the application discloses a nucleotide or amino 
acid sequence as defined in 37 CFR 1.821(a) and if the required "Sequence 
Listing" is not submitted as an electronic document on compact disc). 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because on line 10 it states "resembling 
screen printing"; if it is screen printing, it should be so stated, if not the alternate means should 
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be described so the reader understands what is meant. Correction is required. See MPEP 
§ 608.01(b). 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: pages 1-3 repeatedly 
cite and refer to claims, which is improper. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: - Claim 2, line 2, insert 
"the" before "coating" for clarity. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. Claims 4, 7,8,1 1 provide for the use of the cited process, but, since the claim does not set 
forth any steps involved in the method/process, it is unclear what method/process applicant is 
intending to encompass. A claim is indefinite where it merely recites a use without any active, 
positive steps delimiting how this use is actually practiced. 

Claims 4,7,8,1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed recitation of a use, 
without setting forth any steps involved in the process, results in an improper definition of a 
process, i.e., results in a claim which is not a proper process claim under 35 U.S.C. 101 . See for 
example Ex parte Dunki, 153 USPQ 678 (BdApp. 1967) and Clinical Products, Ltd. v. Brenner, 
255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). 

7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 



Application/Control Number: 10/599,703 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1792 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Claims 5,9,10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, because the 
specification, while being enabling for screen printing, does not reasonably provide enablement 
for any transfer printing process which encompasses stamp printing, gravure, flexography, etc. 
The specification does not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to carry out the invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 
The specification is directed to screen printing of the non-uniform coatings on air bag fabric; see 
PCT abstract; page 2, 29-33; page 4, 25-26. 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 1,3,5,6,9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

- Claim 1 , line 1 ; the relative term "sheetlike" is vague and indefinite because the term 
"like" expands the intended scope so as to make its meaning unascertainable; lines 7-11 
are confusing because why would a sieve be used for coating? (for examination, this is 
interpreted in view of the Spec, to mean conventional screen printing). 

- Claims 3 & 6, line 2, "the mass" lacks antecedent basis; it is further unclear how a 
composition mass can be "adjusted" in the context of the claims. 
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Claims 5,9-1 1 are vague and indefinite because it recites "the direction of material flow" 
which in screen printing would be vertical, providing the implausible situation of 
arrangement parallel to flow (for examination, web travel is assumed). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

13. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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14. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Menzel US 51 10666 alone, or further in view of Tanase US 2002/0017775. 

Menzel teaches a method and apparatus for coating portions of woven fabric for air bag 
components from unwind roller 80, the "sheetlike" fabric moves via rollers to coating head 41 
which also comprises knife blade 42 which appears to be useful for cutting uncoated fabric 12 
just prior to coating (col. 5, 47-55). Coated fabric is then heated at oven 43 and transported to 
wind-up roller 90. The coater maybe a screen printer which by definition comprises a shaped 
screen (= mesh/sieve) with covered and uncovered screen portions forming a pattern through 
which coating material is forced to the substrate to form patterned coatings corresponding to the 
open areas of the screen portions. The screen/mesh per se is otherwise inherently impermeable. 
Menzel further discloses (col. 1, 55-61) that it is known and conventional to cut and trim 
neoprene rubber coated fabric into components prior to final fabrication ; however uncoated cut 
areas tend to fray during cutting and trimming (requiring or suggesting discarding waste 
portions). 

Collectively, Menzel teaches a continuous coating method and apparatus to coat woven air bag 
fabric components which conventionally may be neoprene coated, and further selectively coating 
portions of the fabric using screen printing, followed by thermal treatment and roll-up. Although 
the Examiner's interpretation of the indefinite claims are obvious in view of Menzel, he further 
optionally introduces Tanase who in [052] teaches to cut and bore a woven fabric into a shape, 
coated to form a coated fabric portion, and formation into an air bag. Thus the cutting of the 
fabric (which is previously cited to be neoprene coated) followed by selective coating by screen 
printing to prevent fraying of the cut edges is disclosed in the prior art. As to claims 3,6 
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optimization of coating thickness by adjusting amount/ mass of coating material delivered to a 
coater would have been an obvious modification within the purview of one of ordinary skill to 
form desired coating characteristics. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to carry out the screen printing method with the apparatus 
of Menzel on cut areas of woven fabric components for an air bag following a cutting step as per 
Menzel or optionally Tanase for the express benefit of preventing fraying of the fabric edges. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frederick J. Parker whose telephone number is 571/ 272-1426. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur. 6:15am -3:45pm, and alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Timothy Meeks can be reached on 571/272-1423. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Frederick J. Parker 
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